and by Bruce (Bruce and Schmidt, 1974; Bruce, 1974) Conceptual types I through 3 above and the concept of "can" figure most prominently in reasoning about plans, whereas conceptual types 5 through 7 and the concept of "ough%" are importantly involved in reasoning about motive. to the actor if his action is to be described using a particular act concept. For example, the action "P handing a quarter to R" where P and R are two different persons, may under various circumstances be described as an act of "buying," "repaying," "helping," and so on. Which particular description is most appropriate will depend upon whether or not there is a basis for attributing to the actor, P, the additional beliefs and motives that are implied by the concepts "buy," "repay," and "help. The class of actions termed speech acts has been extensively discussed and the nature of our approach to representing acts may be briefly exemplified by considering the speech act "request" or "ask." Table I presents in a very informal way the kinds of information which must be represented and associated with "request" in some way in order to capture the structure of the plan or subplan that "request" stands for.
II. PLANS AND THE REPRESENTATION OF ACTS
Those terms in Table I Table  I suggests the meaning" of "request" from our Belief System point of view.
However, "request" also has a representation from a linguistic point of view and this would require that different kinds of information and relations be specified that would reflect this point of view.
Thus, the general assumption is that concepts can play various roles in various "theories" that the Understander posseses. Which particular point of view is "active" at a particular time should depend upon the goals of the understanding system at that point in time. Thus, the position here is not that the kind of representation for the concept "request" that is presented in Table  I 
